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4 calimtm tuamu HANDED THE GVN MEMORANDUM CREFTEL) TO POL 

I? MaS NOV IS. POL COUNSELOR IMMEDIATELY ASKED 
SSiT^S THE STATUS OF GVN CONSIDERATION NF THE DRAFT STATE- 
MENT WE HAtPpROVIDED THEM ON NOV It. HAD THE NAJIDHALSECURITY 
MitMrrf rnNCTDEREO IT AND WHEN COULD WE HAVE THE GVN S REPLY? 

said our SISfi statement had BEEN CONSIDERED i"f.M* 
nwt v by thf PRES AND THE VICE PRES * IT HAD BEEN TOO LATE 
vecTPnn&Y K TO P CONSULT THE' NSC. THE PRESIDENT HAD THE PARL- < 

IAWENTARY LEADERS FOR DINNER# BUT THANH DID NOT KNOW WHETHER 
OUR DRAFT HAD BEEN DISCUSSED WITH THEM. 

2 WE SAID WE WISHED TO MAKE IT CLEAR THAT ^ M _5 E S5i5J X 5 Sb* T 2?i i 
«» u MCMnuANmiM THIS MORNING WE DID NOT CONSIDER THAT THE BALL 

““ S°?n N SuS COURT. THANH REPLIED THAT HIS MEMORANDUM 
PROVIDES "EXPLANATIONS" OF THE GVN POSITION OP NOV 8 AND 
"MS CONSIDERS THAT IT HAS NOT YET RECEIVED AN 
ANSWER TOTHAT PROPOSAL. HERE SAID AMB BUNKER HAD PRO- 
UTDED AN ANSWER TO PRES THIEU ON NOV $. WE HAD ALSO NOTED 
THAT MIN OF INFO THIEN HAD SAID THAT THE US HAD ^07 YET _ 
REPLIED TO THE GVN PROPOSAL OF NOV 8# BUT THIS WAS INCORRECT. 
u?P7 REPEATED THAT IN RECEIVING THE GVN MEMORANDUM 
^WISHED TO MAKE IT CLEAR THAT WE CONSIDER THE BALL STILL 

TO BE IN THE GVN COURT, 

* TN REVIEWING THE GVN MEMORANDUM, HERZ ASKED THANH WHETHER 
WAS AWARE THAT AMB BUNKER KAO TOLD PRES THIEU NOV S THAT 
nri evATTMP THF RESPONSIBILITY TO SPEAK FOR THE US WAS NOT 
pqssiblE^UNDER OUR CONSTITUTION. THANH REPLIED, THAT IKE FORMULA 
PROPOSED BY THE GVN WOULD NOT MAKE IT THE REPRESENTATIVE 
of THE US ANDTHAT ITS SOLE PURPOSE WAS TO "FORCE THE 
; OTHER SIDE" TO HAVE A SINGLE DELEGATION. 
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A» THANH THEN LAUNCHED INTO A LENGTHLY COMPLAINT ABOUT 
DRV AND LF PROPAGANDA WHICH HE SAID -THE US SHOULD PUBLICLY 
REFUTE. HE SAID HANOI WAS NOW CLAIMING THAT THERE WAS NO 
AGREEMENT THAT THE US COULD CONTINUE RECONNAISSANCE FLIGHTS, 
WHEREAS WE HAD TOLD THE GVN THAT THE DRV UNDERSTANDS THAT 
SUCH FLIGHTS ARE TO CONTINUE, (HERZ SAID THE DRV DOES INDEED 
UNDERSTAND BUT WE CANNOT KEEP THEM FROM MAKING PROP¬ 
AGANDA.) THANH CONTINUED THAT MRS. TKI 8INH IS CLAIMING THAT 
THE NLF WAS "INVITED" TO PARIS BY AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE DRV 
AND THE US, AND XUAN THUY IS CLAIMING AGREEMENT ON A '’FOUR- 
SIDED” CONFERENCE. HE SAID THE GVN CONSIDERS IT HIGHLY ..NEC¬ 
ESSARY AND USEFUL WITH RESPECT TO VIETNAMESE AND WORLD OPINION 
THAT THESE MISSTATEMENTS BE COUNTERED AUTHORITATIVELY BY THE 
US SINCE THEY CLOUD THE ENTIRE BASIS FOR THE BOMBING HALT AND 
THE NEGOTIATIONS. 

. • 

5. HERZ SAID WE HAVE NEVER EXPECTED THAT THE COMMUNISTS 
WOULD REFRAIN FROM MAKING EXTRAVAGANT PROPAGANDA STATEMENTS 
ON A NUMBER OF QUESTIONS, THANH SAID THIS IS NO LONGER A 
MATTER OF PROPAGANDA BUT ONE OF FALSIFYING THE RECORD OF WHAT 
IS SUPPOSED TO HAVE TAKEN PLACE IN THE NEGOTIATIONS BETWEEN . 
THE US AND THE DRV. HE SAID THERE ARE NOW REALLY FIVE POINTS 
ON WHICH A US PUBLIC STATEMENT WOULD BE DESIRABLE l (A) 
RECONNAISSANCE FLIGHTS, <8) THE SHELLING OF CITIES, <g) 

THE CLAIM OF THE NLF TO HAVE BEEN "INVITED , <D) THE DRV 
CLAIM THAT WE HAVE AGREED TO A FOUR-SIDED CONFERENCE, <E> 
VIOLATIONS OF THE QMZ. 

6. HERZ CLARIFIED AGAIN THAT THE GVN MEMORANDUM OF NOV 13 
IS NOT YET A RESPONSE TO OUR PROPOSALS OF NOV. 11, AND 
THANK AGAIN CONFIRMED THAT IT IS TO BE REGARDED AS PRO¬ 
VIDING "EXPLANATIONS" OF THE GVN PROPOSAL OF NOV 8. THANH 
REPEATED THAT PRES THIEU CONSIDERS THAT HE HAS NOT YET 
RECEIVED A DEFINITVE REPLY TO HIS PROPOSAL OF NOV 8, AND 
HERZ REPEATED THAT WE CONSIDER WE HAVE NOT YET RECEIVED 

A REPLY TO OUR PROPOSAL OF NOV 11 WHICH HAD TAKEN THEIR PRO¬ 
POSAL OF NOV 8 INTO ACCOUNT. 


7. COMMENTS FOLLOW. 
BUNKER 





